refer to   Che term as  "actual interim earnings."    See OCAW v.   NLKB,   547
F,2d 598,   602   (D.G.   Cir.   1976),   cert,   denied,   429 U.S.   1078   (1977).

The judge subtracted Bradley's net earnings   (that  is,   take home
pay)   from the gross pay he would have  earned   from Belva.     We remand so
that the judge can  deduct  the actual Interim earnings  as described
above.   We note that  in the proceedings before  the judge,   Bradley
asserted he had not actually received a portion of  the sum owed him by
one interim employer.     The judge should ascertain on remand whether any
more of this  sum has'been recovered by Bradley since  the judge's initial
decision.     The judge may take such additional  evidence  and argument as
necessary,  ll/

For  the foregoing reasons,  we remand  for  expeditious recalculation
of back pay,   and affirm the rest of the judge's decision on the bases
discussed above.

tosemary M^   ColIyer,   Chairman

11 /    We also affirm the judge's handling of Belva1 s  allegations  of
unemployment compensation "fraud" by Bradley.     Whatever  the truth may be
regarding these allegations,   the matter is before  the  state,   not  the
Commission,

995personal views are
